that in spite of hardships entailed by their obstinacy,
they should not leave their homes, even though they
might be able to do so in safety. Whereas, if they stuck
to their pockets, they would not be able to stir out to
earn their livelihood or the manufactures of their
honest labour might be boycotted by a vast majority
of the Hindu public. It was too much to expect the
remnant of the poor Muslims who had seen others
slaughtered before their eyes and yet others going away
to Pakistan to remain in their homes in spite of the
disabilities before mentioned; Gandhiji admitted that
there was much truth in the criticism, but he had no
other advice to offer them. He thought that leaving their
hearth and home was likely to result in greater distress.
He, therefore, sincerely believed that if the remnant
honestly and heroically remained in their homes in spite
of the sufferings, they were bound to melt the hard
hearts of their Hindu neighbours. Then there would be
certain deliverance for others in both the parts of India.
For, unexampled bravery born of non-violence coupled
with strict honesty shown by a fair number of Muslims
was sure to infect the whole of India.
FIRM ON NON-VIOLENCE
Another letter rebuked him for having dared to
advise Mr. Winston Churchill, Hitler, Mussolini and
the Japanese, when they were likely to lose all, that
they should adopt his technique of non-violence. The
writer of the letter then went on to say that if he could
give that advice when it was safe for him to do so, why
did he abandon his non-violence when his own friends
in the Congress Government had forsaken it and even
sent armed assistance to Kashmir? The letter concluded
by inviting Gandhiji to point out definitely how the
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